I have to answer these two questions both as reader and
accused. As to the first question, there is no necessary incon-
sistency between the genuine belief that an acceptance of the
Congress demand would help the cause of the United Nations,
i.e., of democracy all the world over and a mass movement
(which moreover was merely contemplated) to paralyse the
administration on non-acceptance of the Congress demand. It
is submitted that the attempt 'to paralyse the .administration*
on non-acceptance proves the genuineness of the demand. It
sets the seal on its genuineness by Congressmen preparing to
die in the attempt to paralyse an administration that thwarts
their will to fight the combine against democracy. Thus it is
the administration's dead-set against the Congress which proves
the hollowness of its claim that it is engaged in a fight for
democracy. My firm belief is that the administration is daily
proving its inefficiency for handling the war in the right man-
ner. China is slowly pining away while the administration is
playing at war-handling. In the attempt to suppress the Con-
gress it has cut off the greatest source of help to the millions
of China who are being ground down under the Japanese heel.
s*
44. The second question hardly demands a separate
answer. Congressmen who proclaimed a year ago under my
"orders" that it is a "sin" to help the war with "men or money"
need not be considered here, if I give different "orders". For
me, I am as much opposed to all war today as I was before a
year or more. I am but an individual. All Congressmen are
not of that mind. The Congress will give up the policy of non-
violence today, if it can achieve India's freedom by so doing.
And I would have no compunction about inviting those who
seek my advice to throw themselves heart and soul into the
effort to help themselves and thus deliver from bondage those
nations that are wedded to democracy. If the effort involves
military training, the people will be free to take it, leaving me
and those who think with me to our own non-violence. I did
this very thing during the Boer War, and in the last war. I was
a "good boy" then, because my action harmonized with the
."British Government's wishes. Today I am the arch-enemy, not
because I have changed but because the British Government
which is being tried in the balance is being found wanting. I
helped before, because I believed in British good faith. I appear
to be hindering today because the British Government will not
act up to the faith that was reposed in them. My answer to
the two questions propounded by the author may sound harsh,
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